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Abstract: Domain adaptation mainly deals with similar task decision across different data distributions. As
an emerging branch of machine learning, domain adaptation has received much attention. With the rise of
deep learning in recent years, the deep domain adaptation paradigm, as a combination of deep learning and
traditional domain adaptation, has attracted more and more research. Although a variety of deep domain
adaptation methods have been proposed, few systematic reviews have been published. To this end, this
paper definitely reviews and analyzes the existing deep domain adaptation work and summarizes them to
provide reference for relevant researchers. In conclusion, the main contributions of this work include the
following aspects. Firstly, the background, concepts and application fields of domain adaptation are
summarized. Secondly, according to whether the model training involves adversarial mechanism, we group
the existing deep domain adaptation methods into two categories, such as deep adversarial domain

adaptation and deep non-adversarial domain adaptation, and review and analyze them, respectively. Then,
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the benchmark datasets commonly used in the domain adaptation research are tabulated with profiles.
Finally, the issues suffered in the existing deep domain adaptation work are summarized and analyzed, and
future research directions are given.

Key words: domain adaptation; deep adversarial domain adaptation; deep non-adversarial domain

adaptation; source domain; target domain
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rew(pP,Q)
ZIH R AR RS 0] (E, o) B b p(x, y ) 3RARES ER AL o Fl y FFEES B8, W (P, Q)
RAESE X ENFTARLLP Qi G v A I & 43 A7 o TR 5858 10 38 I g 10 o figp 2 Mt 7R ) 2 1 R el )
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B, SRR A TR MM R B P(X,)FQ(X,)
SR Gk Ay A WAL B R R Sk TS 43 A B R B 4 A, R R Y A%
AR MR B R AR 7 TR

O\ XA

\.

Moy BGAL X, FIX I X 8 3 2 43 A1 A2 Dy //
P(azg):JIy(xg,x/-)dx_,- (12) (\

Q(xf)ZJ y(.rf,xg)dxg (13)  xfigs \

2, \

. 25 Ve EE B AR Hp
W P 45 1506 A 1 B 02 40 SO

w (Pg, Q/-) = ylgl J].wa/y<xg, J;,-)H T, X, H dr,dx, (14) Fig.7 Tllustration of transfer matrix

TR 5T SRR 2, BR S AR [ AR b B et 2 WIS A RN 252 40 A Z M A R B L OF HLRB OB 26 (R B B A0 A 1Y
JUAT B A5 HR AR BE Rl b W — > 431 A2 Ry 3 Ab— > 431 SR FLRE 02 A e KL HICRE RN TS HIRE B SR L (IR
SR IH R BT A K

i SR AR 7t 8 A At S R B AR B R T B O 2 T A R — R TR R . IR E
FEAE A RO 2 B b T H M7 225 9K 5 VB vho e S 0 BE s ST ME R GO DAOR SRR
2 8 H v S L =X (15) TR .

HSIC(X, Y )=trace(HXHY ) (15)
X XY R kernel TE 2, H e O SR BE

MMD' ™ B i fi A % A AR AR 25 () (RKHIS ) e i A~ 3 A 1 BE B, 9™ 2 I P 7 048 i B o
= (16) B
MMDZ(X,Y)eré(xi)—ié(yj) (16)
i=1 j=1

A @ ()RR 23 RIS, 0 AR RE AR R, 0, A8 HARBUREAS B . MMD 2846 55 R 21 8] 8 i 7 o
A B R v R A DA B W R 2 TR .

®2 ERESMEMBEXEE
Q ______ By Table 2 Common metrics and related algorithms

______ . iy JE A ) A 5@ B3 SOk
@ NN T B4t 2% 7 (MMD) SCHR[57-59]
= 5 KL(Kullback-Leibler)#i i iR [60-62]
—< JS(Jensen-Shannon )8} B CHk[63-65]
K8 MMD HEE Fir SRV R 2% 4l 87 M R B (Hilbert-Schmidt operator)  CHk[66-68]
Fig.8 MMD distance KSR 4T I B (W asserstein distance) CHik[69-71]

2.2.1 &% H5H T
i BRI 313 X6 55 07 2 AN (6], 3 17 71 B0 Ry 30 5 43 A Sl 7 4% A2 53 A Sl Iz RTG53 A1 Bl
IECEL9) o 32025 43 A bl 1 ) FH S AsR H A dmi i) 2 53 A1 ME AR B 5 687 o T Sl ) 1) 22 e, =X (D7) B
Dis . (D, D)~ |P(X,)— P(X))| (17)
K :Dis,, (D, DORERN G A 22 57 FE i, P (X ORI A 73415, P (X O)ACFR BARSUREAS 231
Ghifary 2 ™7 B $2 111 DaNN(Domian adaptive neural networks ) 77, DaNN J7 243 1 7 )2 21 1,
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FRAE)Z o2 2 o AR A 1 IR B B A Sl 22 1) A9 4 2k 0 O Ik 2
TEFFIEJZ G INA MMD & iE 2 . {H B T DaNN W 25 2 500, RAE fg
J1A R DRI TG A 80 e el 7 R L AR 2 AR TAE AR R AE
DaNN J5 v& Jefilt et o @, nvg M 28 2 450, e VGG 3%
AlexNet 25 55 (1) [ 28 2548 . Tzeng '™ 42 i DDC (Deep domain
confusion) 77 ¥ U 25 I RN B bR 38000 REAE B2 BUAS | A B 1k A4 ) 2%
MTE SR, B BT 7 )2 R 7E & 2 i A MMD B & #4718 e .

Long 25" $2 1 i) DAN(Deep adaptation networks) J7 12 7E DDC
T B UL SHE | T (Y — 2 T AR O 3 )2 A, O HLK B
2 i MK-MMD (Multi Kernel-maximum mean discrepancy) . DAN FikHFHEIM T 24U KL A HE
L, DA AR D8I R) 3 A 22 5 o AH DAN BB % A5 20 A PR R A A2 33 78 S By b BR 1 5, HL s A H
T S8 F R A6 fE T 3 DAN A R0 5%, I, Long %57 42 1 RTN (Residual transfer networks) 75 1 , 7&
DANJ5 i5 56t B LRk o DAN J7 i B v 21 5 ) 46 BUR 28 W 46 7 JEUAR 32 R 058003 28 2t 1) o7 T o 4
R 2 M4 Sh 22 IR B AR Z B 25 5% . RTN 5 DAN BN [E Z4b 8, 78 RTN J5 ik g 5k
Filt 5 AR AU PO A T MMID A5 538 o i DAN Jy 25 Hh AR 3 W 19 2 A FRAE 2 il 24> MMID 2%
Flo BT Du e T MR R 22 00 05 Bk L BT AR URE AR Bl D AR S UL, S0 Hh i o IR
(9 1A W2 21 O AR AR bR R AT SE O AR A, S I TSR E AR BURR BE L LRI SR B BR SO0 S ROR BEAE

T Ty v FE X R R R SR i G A R A AT R 5 S T 2 R R AR AL, 2R TR N AR
LV, BPA BE 2% R RN bR 3l =2 (8] 09 SR R A BE R 25 7
2.2.2 FKAH At

SN G A Sl 17 2 P R AN R B ) A% A S A R AR OR A e T el [ 1 22 L X (18) B .

Dis.., (D, D)~ [P(Y [X,)— P(Y |X,)|3 (18)

K :Dise, (D, DO)RFEFM 341 22 5 B ik, P(Y IX )T TIRBEEA M &40, P(YIXOIRET H
o BRE A1 25 A 53 A o

Saitod 25708 H A X AR UINZR D7 55 4 0I5 b IR 1] f) 4%
oy A5 2% % . Wang 459 2 i1 STL (Stratified transfer learning) J7
o RN A RE AT RN R IR B EAF A 2B . Zh
AT R B R 4% G 1o X 5 A DT ) AR G T 0k 1
BRI S0, T ol R ORI H bR 382 1 1 R o A x5 (1 10) o

W2 5 vk AR DR VE T IR ORI AR I [ A 28 A B D 2

B9 Jgar i 5K
Fig.9 Align map of edge distribution

TARJRRHEARAL . HT, B S B AE 53 A 0 5 R o By D B0 A4 A ot 57 1
HCI 5530 5 03 A 6k S I A, LIS B O R B e 1 4 26 vf Fig.100 Align map of conditional dis-
k. tribution

2.2.3 A5 F
X0 B 3 A1 Bl 17 () P 255 B BN sl Y 30 5 53 A R 0 A A A A ARE R, LA I OR 8 T A B 2 ()
1 2 5, =t (19) firw .
DiS e+ con ( Dos DA IP(X)— P(X)[; + IP(Y [X)— P(Y X)) (19)
DSy v con ( Dy, DOARER S 704 22 57 JE iR [A] T DDC \DAN (RTN 45 31 2% 73 A1 % 5 ) Jel ik 1 J7
1, PL R STL S5 S5 A1 43 A1 %k 55 0 38l 3 13 77 v o
Long % 75135 H BT 4 1138 I R 2% JAN (Joint adaptation networks ) [/ if b 371 2% 43 A F1 5% 148 234 %of 5%
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P AR R AT B0 I AR JAN B TR G de ROF3 22 5 (IMMD) E W), 76 TR B I 28 b ifE A7 365 43 Al A 3
B7o HeAh, Zhang 25 4R H A DTN(Deep transfer network) 75 15 , 45 [ 2% 43 >y St 52 B AE i U2 A0 501 )2
FEAS 1 % 53 A7 A 43 A 3 MMD DEfE , Forp, 22 R AiF B2 502 R RRAE 7 25 8], > X il 38 A H Fs 35
BRI PEAT T 85 20 AR DT TE 40 5910 2 ) P 43 285 i e s 0 0 o ) 8 0 R AT 46 A0 A DE T . 1 i3]
PR T — A OBUER i A ) T8 B G R R R S g B bR SRR A 5 R N AR B AR SR AR AL
S HUE B E AR A R A3 A 6 5, BV G a0 A e 5 o LR G e e YR B 2 )2 TS M A R R 1 28 A
i, SR A AR B 2 A 6 5 BSR4 43 A X 5

XK EAALSETE T 4R B REAEZS 16, 38 A T U3 380 RT H A 3 A0 25 P9 R AU |, o8 X6 57 i Gk A8 R 43
A TR B Al HE AT T I R R R AR o A S (R 1L o DL b 3R IEE By iR I S B g 3
B

R3 IESHMNFHAMBEK
Table 3 Domain adaptation of three types of distri-

bution alignment

WA N AH 5 B 5 SCHk
G4 A B SCHik(73,81-85]
2 At 53 A 8 N CHK[69,84-85]
K11 BEa 401 %t 5 & BB 43 A Bl N, CHik[86-89]

Fig.11 Align map of joint distribution

2.3 ETHREEMNEIEN

FEAHY [ B0 G T 2 AE SRy T 2 4% 6 B 20 A R e e ek AR Sk R PR RS (+) 5 R A R B
g () AT R (B 12) o F 3 dn B 245 1 56X Be g 3 78 (0 i A HEAT 4 i, SR 5 K B i 35 /s e 1) [l o
A, =0 (20) B

2=f(x), a=g(z) (20)

K A I FEARRAE = S B & R AR, o O B A 2 S 0 B AR AR o A AR AR SRR W] 28 0 g A 4 2
>J B B S REAE 2 20 B Y R AR AR T8 5 A A 2 TR B B i
FRAIE

Vincent 27V H 5 F B 0 2 4 [ 2 % 5% 2% (Stacked denois-
ing autoencoders, SDA) 1 18 G4 3R 78 J5 i , 1k [m] — 9 2%, 50 oK [
AN [R]85 R s e 9 3R AT LA ) B 2 7 P R E A s o Lt
TRV IR FR i K B IR 2t 23 26 8% 1T LA H AR U8 547 i
Wi, R SDATEMNAAT 55 IS 1 & M 45 3 (A H 2 3 oA
e FIVRRIE 2 B v A i MR 22 T 29 0 Oy T i a2 e RV B 5 5041 R
PEH T 4 0 A 4 i 2% (Marginalized denoising autoencoders,
MSDA)" MSDA HIZ Pk 2 M2 b e sh Zedk. A E R348
ST BN T BEREAILRS BE T B . MISDA AXAE 20 47 ARG H B AT 52 b X X
BRI Z A, MSDA 24 8| 1) 2R 515 58 SDA [RIFEATRL, nl 76 56 B12  E % S 0 g 5 e i
155 ARAR 5 L5 SDA JLT- MR B9RS 2 , MSDA fEBGE B H B9 Fig12  Encoding and decoding of the
FARIAR T 53 s autoencoder

X X

R
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A S I 7 A R A E T R A AESE , Ghifary 2505 — BT G TR I 2 2 10 G W IR

NEEY H AR A e . B GE 3 TR B 4 28 W 4% (Deep reconstruction classification networks,
DRCN)%U/\%?MTH%/T b U U A S B . DRON J& CNN 424, B Wi A i 1 5 3k =
G4 A, WA 13 TR

| @ :
|
2 B K3
I ’@%”E‘r LR

WA B FHERIT @,g«%%

etk HAr g E
P13 TR S 23 S 9 455 HE S

Fig.13 Deep reconstruction of the classification network framework

5 G i s B2 HE RN L LA (HI CNIN)JH T B AR 2 1 M B 40 26 50 248 0 (B S 45 BB
2% )%k H AR Sl B4 7 T8 W A R AT R Ak . DRON R 14427 2 B A by 4 0 pR gﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁi@fg{ﬁ
J G A% 2 HOR L0 T AR RS S B0 A3 JF 9, DL IR Bdie S AR S A B AT 55 AN S AR A T A A
T

AN, 3843 85 M 4% (Domain separation networks, DSNs) ™% 38 3¢ 7% 4 FA A Rl 3t 52 26 fF 5 A7 el A
T figp i 4 g A ) A RN SRRk A AREAS R IR RN e .l X Al Oy R 4y
235 (6], I BRI A 2 BIREE T BN R 5200, A] DLARAS 05 4F i A% S RE g o AR 22 bl 2 A RE 6% A
PRBN BT H AR 55, 15 AT LU ] 43 X s DA A4 Jal e o g JR1 45

Tsai %08 43 8 0 45 R N 99 266 o TR A X0 T o SO A5 G0 0 38 1 v A B 2 ST TR
SR B bR B 2 1] 1 e SRR AR B B IR R B AR B S B O R AT A AR VSIS o T AR
e AF QAT IR A 09 )8, A R BRI 7 Gl 1 PR AR o A T BRI 2 R B O A BRI AR
BESCHE . P, %I 5 30 2 B A J5 0 1 1) 465 ok R RO =205 RN AR B . TR 23 B I 26 R A 3
D 28 v, 43 90 38 ek e /N B A R 1 A /I Ak S0 28 A 2R o8 T 48 3R AT A R I

Zhuang 25" AN, Z BT R 280 TAERE S A B a4 /N RS H AR A 22 5 d i A e E o &
NGRS R E . R FH 4 T TLDA J5 ik (Transfer learning with deep autoencoders) . TLDA
Eﬁﬂﬂ?%ﬁ:(Dﬁﬁ%*ﬂﬁ@@ﬂifﬁlﬂ LS (AR (5 B g . B2, 5L T 4 i A Y B
JNE 5 SR — R R A T AE R % 0 T B A o) U 1 o %S Uy i o M g e o A O o ) B R AR R
7, I EL3E 2 PR SR H bR 5 2 1] i R R DR A BURA A RO o IR AT AR AR AR B iR T
DK A AR AR 53 ik S 330N A8 A0 R0 S RA A R AE , DT 90 22 60 TRA% 38 A M 82 . SR % 28 O Al IR B
o ith v (1 R AE B ) A FRS: BOL N &2 R .
2.4 ATING

AT X AR B B3 N 2 HEAT 140 S R i RS I G 1 X AN [ R ) Dy B T 25
JE A S N B T g3 A X S A R R RE T S B A Y G N o — AR, AR 0 BT TR U B
T30 o R A 28 I 2% SR /N R Bk R el ) BRI S A 22 S T S B O AR R Y 1 ST RS R A
FH I %6 By B bR 38058 U OCAT: 55 o BLAE S B P v, J0 R B 2 R AR B RS () AT AR+ )
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5, lﬁtiﬁiﬁn‘%{%@nCT@%ﬂMRIFé‘I%)'ﬁa“n’:%é&%%?ﬁ?%maﬁk@@mﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ]
DL SIS S s A S R i 2 1) A 40 A 22 S R, B B 0E N O 1 T B R S B0 b A R I UR
VN EES

3 MIIEEN AE

XFHUGE 32 GAN 46110 1 J 2% T30 47 3 8 24 . GAN 45 J 4 i Good fellow 48 A4t , H H
e A AT I A O3 A — S B, b A e B DT A R A X T TR I A S 8 TR 24 ) K 1 X3
FEAS B LS, A 14 7R

HLE

&

F7EED

RAE AT 2

450 P RS
14 GAN [ 25 5 Al
Fig.14 Model of GAN

W £ LU0 05 2 b 28 B0 951 2K L DAk G ik 30 e/ NP A 2k 1) [ B )1 25 D 5 o B 2 i 44 17 4 T
58 TE ff ) ARE 3R (o A AR B 5K B AN A7 A5 A5, GAN I B AR Ak R B =X (21) B .
min; max,V(D,G)=E, ,, [lgD(x) ]+ E_, . [lg(1—D(G(2)))] (21)
K ir~p(a )T 2ok A EIEIE i 0T 2~p (2 )R 2ok A A EIE or #i o LJS W98 3 T4 4k 42
TR Z GAN M4 BRI Y AR 0k o BV 75, 40 0 38 T 45 M A Ak i G AN R 25 7O R 3 T H A sl B p Ak
f9 GAN 46101008 BRGNP 15 BT/ o GAN [ 46 B0 0 452 1 (08 472 39 O 9k o S 37 40 4 v
Wz —.

BT X5 B0 > B B0E I 7 3 K A O BT 0 265 1) REVAEL S LA B I 7 TR T GAINT R 255 A TR ) 2 )

HEFHREME
|> GANNZ DCGAN
| ﬂézfﬁ%gm L %iﬁ’lx_ﬁgg [ coaNs | [ mfoGAN | [ ACGAN ]
gﬂéﬁﬁ@fﬁg — AAE || BiGaN |[ ALl |
GAN % —

| Unrolled GAN |—- £GAN | [Square-GAN| [ WGAN |

T Hirtiem
GANPM %% ]

—  WGAN-GP  |— WGAN-LP |

BI15  GAN ZA [a] i 7 A A A
Fig.15 Extended model from GAN
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i 2K ] A 5 it U0 A A SR 1 S BN G A I SRR F A AR o SRl 7R SRS 1N b AT DL M) g DA X
G3 VRIS A0 A E AR A o R AR BRI S R 22 (] G T Ao AR A A Sy R AR B R R ) 2 ) Y
FEd R o AR W, 33— U P R A O 0 28 AN R DX 43 UEUEORT H AR SRR AS o AR T AR X T 0 Y
NPT I Ty 1 R G A A A ) S s 2 TR) Y Bl 2 T g A AR B A AR 4 AN AR R AR, O 22 BOET
AR T 00 F JE X Pk b iy 7 72 B S0 o
Tzeng 25 4L L T L0 7 I A0 G —HE SR, I M U 2 75 601 P 2 i ol P ] A 2 530 45 2K R B i
T2 B R A A T B Y . Ganin S8R SRH XA 2 R 050 8 ) Y b, 9 LG A
T DANN(Domain adversarial training of neural networks ) [ £& , 7% & 380 15 7 1) 5 88 & MR I8k A0 B S8k
A 2 D] BN S RO o DT A 7 AN S 40 A 2 A AR B, BIVE 7R IR OB AS AT I 2R, ] DL B T
Hbr, P, 2o U0 /5 IR VA 2 2 ¢ H B 56 7 J i, DANN i £2 (% 3 0 300 iz 26 3k an =X
(22) PR .
E(0,,0,,0,)= >, Ly(0,0,)—2 >, Ly(0,0,) (22)

i=1,,N =1,-.N
d=0

Ao Lo,  URARZE TR L (-, RN L 0,.0,.0,, 73 550 Ry FEAE WS A 25 1500 01 4l 341 531)
SR, LY (0,0,)=L,(G,(G (x5 0, 0,), y MURFEAR Z 5 FRAE S ICES Z )5, 3E A 53 25 8% B 47 03 25 T3
M Ly(0,0,)=L,(G(G (x5 0, 04), y MCFRFEAR Z2 0 FEAE 2 HUAS Z )5, 20 A S 5] 285 3 47 080 3]
TE GAN W Z8 BERY Y JE & T DANN G LT Hi 58500 45 77 28 SR B L o o 1 B DR DR BRI B s du ) 4%
fIE 43 A A ABL, DANN B B6 FE Sz 5% )22 (GRL) Jim A B 9 28 Z5 kg v 1 28 B2 4 v 4 455 e AiF 42 U85 (Feature
extractor) 5 452 WUl #% (Label predictor) o £ 52 19 & 1% &8 B rf , DANN B B S 5% )22 5 16 2 e LA 5 1
BB, LR S AR IR 5 I 4 4, S BTG B B

Tzeng 2 O A X6 HT 74 340 51 85058 1% ADDA ( Adversarial discriminative domain adaptation) J5 15 il
b A IR/ I 34 F 43 B 5 2% R SR i /N DR SR B AR Sz TR R BE R an=(23) s .

K
min Lo(XoY)=—E,, - x. Y’);ll“':y’] lgC(M,(X,)) (23a)

H})in Lﬂ(lvf)(XS?XUMS!MI): *E.~x[lgD(M\($\))]* E,z-‘m)(‘ [ lg(l 7 D( Mt(‘rt)))] (23b)
min L (X XoD)=—E, «[1gD(M.(z.))] (23c)
AU 2R oG DR < DRI 2 3o RS IR B G B R L 5 S0 530 0 AT SIS0 B K L g D B R A
A AEHFAEAR R Logore MW WIS BT 2 B W AT, M O BN RS 08NS T BT 2 i W 3 . MTERT
DANN 7, ADDA ZHRE AL R A5 27 > BT 20 SRR A AT, DA T B i 280 4 D VR sk 5 A a2
[] F) 22 52
DANN (ADDA 45 75 i [ 48 Hh % % 47t 38 R4 TUZExT IS Ay 2 AR R
FEMERAEEEESE L, LG, B xthiiE  Table4 Four kinds of adaptive modeling strategies
Jr A B L0 LB . A SO B 1 ror adversarfal domatns

S POE BT R SR
S E T AR BT A 46 R 4 S B T 4 2 2 1 Y %
AT IR BRI R TR S WX e e BB i SCHI1L113]

JRE gk 1% %) A7 SR N A T A AL X OO IV, e T A 0 X B SCHR[117-118]
A R 25 5 4 T S A BIL TR B4 o T ) SCHk[119-123]
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3.1 EFHRZEZTERITHIEIEE M

R AR, J3 2548 2R B B DN I AT R RIS S8 6 38 R 20 /N B ASE 3 174 55 00 357 ol A7 7E o AL, ke
PUBIE N W) P A AR S8 A I B AR & A LAY AE I . Cao 251V 4R HH SAN (Selective adversarial net-
works) , 51 AR % A3 [ AN — B0 X P I0E I 7 1 8 S TR 48 s ] 3 — RO o ] - H AR b 48 4 [a] &
Y5 IR 28 23 (] ) — A~ F 25 1) (& 16) .

16 pR&Ezs A —Bg R g

Fig.16 Illustration of inconsistent tag space

T J5 vk Z A0 30 5 A IR HARBUT G, 7 b5 28 25 AN Rl 19 3 5 8, 8 7 i 45 5y 77 AR L iE
o R, SAN 3 ik i 6 B8 U Akt fe B A% i, O L AR R BIR B b DG JC e =2 4 48 24 (] v i) 540 3 A o A2
HEIE LMo B AR 28 23 18] (9 R[], Zhang 52 0 35 1 T — RS BIL il A Do 2 T 75 R A RT3 R 43 28 114
Wi, It A 22 A X0 2% ok S B ek 22 1) Y 4% 28 x5 . 2 5, Chen 264 L T RTNet (Reinforced
transfer network ) % £ 25 ¥4 , 32300 A 15 UORE 58 Ak 27 ) 5 1A B0 W R] b o SCrp 8 i 7R AR 4 A5 TR
(7] f a3 7 ) R e, R 22 0000 Ty T R A R SORE AR F R IR, 1 T R b SR DG B R SR AR R AT
AAEXEF . T RTNet P A T RDS(Reinforced data selector) [ 4% 45 kg Xob 25 B U SRE AR 9E 47 3ok 3, Hovp
RDS 25 T Actor critic 535 M50 Ak 2% > [ 2%, FH R 07 126 A O U5 SURE A% R ok I8 28 P R S RE A

DL B J7 i AR XS HURL I 1A BB B AR50 A X 55 AR (5 E bR 5l 3G % 5 SR A 1 i
TE T AEATS SR 2R AW AL T #E AT CAnAE AL i A 2 ST HLE) o R, BB A5 4 X5 HAL I 51 A 2 AR 3G 5 5
FEA I T 3 T AR O (E A S B — ATl
3.2 E T HEUEIEE A X B IEHE

TR J3E X0 S0 7+, T R Y 7t A BT g A O A FE A BB Sk S g
L T B T SOME SR A3 A X 5 R4 B R R o PRLE, A CycleGANM U AR R — 25 05 1k
o e /IMEDE R — BB A IR 5 B AR B ) A S BE 0 A HL R AL (B 17) .

TE TR JE 2 2] o | TG 23 8] v A B85 18 082 — s A B R o Chien 2581 48 1 1% 28 90 531 0 3838 107
=, BRI CycleGAN #E47 Image-to-Image B9 IR 341 o 28 1A 0, 38 =2 Ta) 0k 47 W45 2 e i, T 4 45
PEZARAF— B0, BT —BOME R o 25 R R WY A T At I W Bl 1y v 7 IS T
GFRYSE 5 R Ik, (H S R AE A ) B B S SRR RE S IR R AF L. M e, Wang 7 I 51 A GAN
o 26 55 TR A R 25 [a) R R AT RO B S . AT i G AN I 25 0 B — R AE 4R B i ) SN AS e 9 i A
o g SCHE AL B A R B /NP B 7R R AR 25 ) e 3R AT M 1Y 5 18 S i R CG AN YINZ5R 1 R AE AR L
i R S I AR AIE 2 TR] A RS M 5 o b BN AR R BT X R AR 2 T AT RO A AR AR AR AT S T
7 A B RRE o PRI CGAN AR B BB 6% 27 2 2878 R ik 25 8] P (8 43 A, AT A= 1A 28 4008 09 A iC AR 1R
] &t .

BT, Na 2575 b ot B AR E AT 2Rk TR A 25 138 1 B, K5 18 7 e 7 S vl e R i A B 2 ke
U 28 i i ) AE X 2% T ik — 2D b R DT | AT R — S0 1 DU Ak T 2 SR B ke AL R A
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Fig.17 Loss of cycle-consistency

BrEPE . S5 AR TE A RRAE 2 ) R0 1 5, AT G i o T W B G I R

AR T A 5 v, i T Al 14 9 0 X 0 A 0 9k G ek T A I R AR AR AR TS iR % B R W i
PE o TR TR BB AT A, AR D DR D B TS O SR B A TR R, L R L
Xf A BUREAS 5 B SRR AR 25 S5 22 T okt AT B s JR R AR =2 ] 1 AT 2 S
3.3 EFHEEEENXHIBER

4 B BEIE AR B A (8 ] 2 00 25 X Bl bR 2 AT 43 28 MR AEFE B i AT i RIR R . 2
Wasserstein-GAN"" 4 J3 % , Shen 2 Fi) FI 0 5010 2% 4 31 U5 S8R AR 5 H b kR AR 22 0] B0 22 60 B 2
(Wasserstein distance ) , I X R E £ B 28 BE47 1 A4k, DB 4 07 206 BB 85 e /b 78 X B 28 10 )
g I 2R AR RE NS A AIX 4 B bR 3R s AR R 8 B, 48 it 4t B BT R A D, SR AR R R
& B g e 7 %8, ] Wasserstein distance {08 5 22 53 B2 o, BG4 43 A AR B A0 E , o m] D) 4 {3t B A
SE B o BT, S S0 ok A X K S R I 46 bR T R T HLARD DA IR S T RS 4 B
S 2% B I Y BSCHIE A SO B0 T 3 51N P A% 52 T B A % SR fige R A0 A A R SIS i 22 T £ 53 AT i B
[] 8

BN B A S N [ R R T Ok A AR R 22 S A = O 2. AR, B o DU A
4 38 BT REAAE B bR 0 PR AR DA W o X6 T o] b R R Rk Ty S ORT Y i B ) R R AR D KA
AU, HRTA GkF OG0 BRI ST o DRI, o 2 X 0 3 0 r e AT A AR B B L TS RS G
T — 5T 7 1)
3.4 E-TH MG B X HrisiE i

Rahman %5114 1 — A G0 Y X038 FHE 42 . 2 HE 242 i) s i 4 OG0 56 A0 6] 2 0 Sf fee /M
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Fig.19 Application of domain adaptation in anomaly detection
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Table 5 Datasets required for experiments
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#6 Office31 HEE FMIFMER
Table 6 Evaluation results on the Office31 dataset

VAN Ik A-W D-W W-D A-D D-A W-A ]
ResNet-50 "% 68.4 96.7 99.3 68.9 62.5 60.7 76.1
DAN ™ 80.5 97.1 99.6 78.6 63.6 62.8 80.4
DANN ™V 82.0 96.9 99.1 79.7 68.2 67.4 82.2
ADDA ™M 86.2 96.2 98.4 77.8 69.5 68.9 82.9
JAN ™ 85.4 97.4 99.8 84.7 68.6 70.0 84.3
GTA ™ 89.5 97.9 99.8 87.7 72.8 71.4 86.5
CAN™ 81.5 98.2 99.7 85.5 65.9 63.4 82.4
JDDA ® 82.6 95.2 99.7 79.8 57.4 66.7 80.2
MRAN "% 91.4 96.9 99.8 86.4 68.3 70.9 85.6
MEDA "™ 86.2 97.2 99.4 85.3 72.4 74.0 85.8
MCD 'Y 92.2 88.6 98.5 100.0 69.5 69.7 86.5
DSAN " 93.6 98.4 100.0 90.2 73.5 74.8 88.4
ALDA 95.6 97.7 100.0 94.0 72.2 72.5 88.7
MDD " 93.5 94.5 98.4 100.0 74.6 72.2 88.9
DADA "™ 92.3 99.2 100.0 93.9 74.4 74.2 89.0
GVB-GD "™ 95.0 94.8 98.7 100.0 73.4 73.7 89.3
SpL " 92.7 98.7 99.8 93.0 76.4 76.8 89.6
GSDA '™ 95.7 99.1 100.0 94.8 73.5 74.9 89.7
SRDC "™ 95.7 99.2 100.0 95.8 76.7 77.1 90.8
CDAN " 93.1 98.2 100.0 89.8 70.1 68.0 86.6

&7 Office-Home #{#5 & EHITMH &R

Table 7 Evaluation results on Office-Home dataset

PEME Y ArCl ArPr ArRw Cl-Ar CI-Pr CI'Rw Pr-Ar PrCl PrRw Rw-Ar Rw-Cl Rw-Pr 1

AlexNet "™ 264 32,6 41.3 221 41.7 421 205 203 51.1 310 27.9 549 343
ResNet-50 " 349 50.0 58.0 374 41.9 46.2 385 31.2 604 539 41.2 59.9 46.1
DAN "7 43.6 57.0 679 458 56.5 604 440 436 67.7 631 51.5 74.3  56.3

DANN M 45.6 59.3 70.1 47.0 585 60.9 46.1 43.7 685 63.2 51.8 76.8 57.6
JAN 459 61.2 68.9 504 59.7 61.0 458 434 703 63.9 524 76.8  58.3
MCD ' 489 68.3 746 613 67.6 68.8 57 471 751  69.1 52.2 79.6  64.1

MEDA " 552 762 77.3 58.0 73.7 71.9 59.3 524 77.9  68.2 57.5 81.8 67.5
MRAN™ 538 686 750 57.3 685 683 585 546 77.5 70.4 60.0 82.2  66.2

DSAN ' 544 70.8 754 604 67.8 68.0 62.6 559 785 738 60.6 83.1 67.6
MDD [ 549 737 778 60.0 714 718 61.2 53.6 781 725 60.2 82.3 68.1
DRMEA " 523 73.0 77.3 643 720 71.8 63.6 527 785 720 S57.7 81.6  68.1

GSDA '™ 61.3 761 794 654 733 743 650 532 800 722 60.6 83.1 70.3
GVB-GD'™ 57.0 747 798 646 741 746 652 551 81.0 74.6 59.7 84.3 704
SRDC '™ 52.3 763 810 695 76.2 780 68.7 53.8 81.7 76.3 57.1 85.0 71.3
CDAND™ 490 69.3 745 544 66.0 684 556 483 759 684 554 80.5 63.8
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Table 8 Implementation of classical algorithms about deep domain adaptation

TR SHFEH SCHR & Ry
DaNN ™ PyTorch 2014 4
DDC ™ PyTorch 2014 4F
DAN PyTorch 20154F
RTN " Calfe 2016 4F
ADDA " Tensorflow/Pytorch 2017 4
SAN Y Caffe/Pytorch 20184F
CDCL, Tensorflow 2020 4F
DSAN [ Pytorch 2021 4F
FixBi ™" Pytorch 2021 4F
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